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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's arguments filed August 25, 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant has generally argued that the obviousness rejection lacks specific reasons or 
specific combinations to support modifications of the references and that there is no suggestion 
to combine the references. 

This statement is not agreed with. Seibold (2067793) discloses a hydraulic fluid coupling 
for driving outputs via a prime mover wherein the main feature of the invention is the placement 
of the reservoir below the fluid coupling and the pump below the reservoir for increased safety 
and efficiency (Column 1, Lines 15-50). With an assembly including a fluid coupling, a diesel 
engine for driving the fluid coupling, a rotating comminuting machine, a power train between the 
fluid coupling and the rotating comminuting machine, the fluid coupling having an impeller and 
a runner, the runner being fastened to an output shaft, and a flange at the bottom of the fluid 
coupling known in the art, by Applicant's admission (i.e. the preamble of claim 1, and the 
specification), improvements in safety and efficiency provide clear motivation for modification 
of the references. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: Lines 2-3, "a prime mover 
for driving said coupling/' should be deleted, Line 10, should be Appropriate correction 
is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seibold 
(2067793) in view of Applicant's prior art admission. 

Seibold discloses a fluid coupling (41) driven by a prime mover (45), a power train connected to 
the fluid coupling, the coupling having an impeller (41a) and a runner (41b) fastened to an output 
shaft (47), a flange (not numbered) at the bottom of the coupling, a reservoir (48) that is remotely 
mounted at a level below the flange, having a conduit (1 1 in Fig. 1) connecting the flange at the 
bottom of the fluid coupling with the reservoir, and a pump (49) with an inlet communicating 
with and positioned below the level of oil in the reservoir, wherein the pump is directly driven by 
an electric motor (52). Seibold does not teach that the assembly includes a rotating comminuting 
machine connected to the fluid coupling via the power train. 

An assembly including a fluid coupling, a diesel engine for driving the fluid coupling, a rotating 
comminuting machine, a power train between the fluid coupling and the rotating comminuting 
machine, the fluid coupling having an impeller and a runner, the runner being fastened to an 
output shaft, and a flange at the bottom of the fluid coupling is, by Applicant's admission, known 
in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of Seibold to include a rotating comminuting machine connected to 
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the fluid coupling via the power train as taught by Applicant's prior art admission for the purpose 
of driving the rotating comminuting machine with increased safety and efficiency. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seibold in view of 
Applicant's prior art admission as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Bauer et al 
(1868129). 

Seibold as modified discloses an assembly as described above with respect to claim 1, including 
an electric motor driving the pump, but does not teach that the pump is driven by a hydraulic 

motor. 

Bauer et al teach an assembly having a fluid coupling (L, K), driven by a prime mover, 
connected to an output via a power train, a reservoir (13) remotely connected to the coupling, 
and a pump (15), driven by a hydraulic motor (6), with an inlet communicating with and 
positioned below the level of oil in the reservoir. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of Seibold as modified, with respect to claim 1, by having the pump 
driven by a hydraulic motor as taught by Bauer et al for the purpose of supplying oil to the fluid 
coupling. 

Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's prior art admission in view of Seibold (2067793). 

An assembly including a fluid coupling, a diesel engine for driving the fluid coupling, a rotating 
comminuting machine, a power train between the fluid coupling and the rotating comminuting 
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machine, the fluid coupling having an impeller and a runner, the runner being fastened to an 
output shaft, and a flange at the bottom of the fluid coupling is, by Applicant's admission, known 
in the art. Applicant's admission does not teach that a reservoir is remotely mounted at a level 
below the flange at the bottom of the fluid coupling having a conduit connecting the flange with 
the reservoir, or that a pump has an inlet communicating with and positioned below the level of 
oil in the reservoir. 

Seibold discloses a fluid coupling (41) driven by a prime mover (45), a power train 
connected to the fluid coupling, the coupling having an impeller (41a) and a runner (41b) 
fastened to an output shaft (47), a flange (not numbered) at the bottom of the coupling, a 
reservoir (48) that is remotely mounted at a level below the flange, having a conduit (11 in Fig. 
1) connecting the flange at the bottom of the fluid coupling with the reservoir, and a pump (49) 
with an inlet communicating with and positioned below the level of oil in the reservoir, wherein 
the pump is directly driven by an electric motor (52). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of Applicant's prior art admission to include a reservoir remotely 
mounted at a level below the flange at the bottom of the fluid coupling having a conduit 
connecting the flange with the reservoir, and a pump having an inlet communicating with and 
positioned below the level of oil in the reservoir as taught by Seibold for the purpose of driving 
the rotating comminuting machine with increased safety and efficiency. 
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Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Applicant's prior 
art admission in view of Seibold as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Bauer et al 
(1868129). 

Applicant's prior art admission as modified discloses an assembly as described above with 
respect to claim 1, including an electric motor driving the pump, but does not teach that the 
pump is driven by a hydraulic motor. 

Bauer et al teach an assembly having a fluid coupling (L, K), driven by a prime mover, 
connected to an output via a power train, a reservoir (13) remotely connected to the coupling, 
and a pump (15), driven by a hydraulic motor (6), with an inlet communicating with and 
positioned below the level of oil in the reservoir. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of Seibold as modified, with respect to claim 1, by having the pump 
driven by a hydraulic motor as taught by Bauer et al for the purpose of supplying oil to the fluid 
coupling. 

Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Doppstadt 
(5472146) in view of Seibold. 

Doppstadt discloses an assembly including a fluid coupling (15), a diesel engine (9) for driving 
the fluid coupling, a rotating comminuting machine (58), a power train (18, 52) between the fluid 
coupling and the rotating comminuting machine, the fluid coupling having an impeller and a 
runner, the runner being fastened to an output shaft (17). Doppstadt does not teach that the fluid 
coupling includes a flange at the bottom, a reservoir is remotely mounted at a level below the 
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flange at the bottom of the fluid coupling having a conduit connecting the flange with the 
reservoir, or that a pump has an inlet communicating with and positioned below the level of oil 
in the reservoir. 

Seibold discloses a fluid coupling (41) driven by a prime mover (45), a power train 
connected to the fluid coupling, the coupling having an impeller (41a) and a runner (41b) 
fastened to an output shaft (47), a flange (not numbered) at the bottom of the coupling, a 
reservoir (48) that is remotely mounted at a level below the flange, having a conduit (1 1 in Fig. 
1) connecting the flange at the bottom of the fluid coupling with the reservoir, and a pump (49) 
with an inlet communicating with and positioned below the level of oil in the reservoir, wherein 
the pump is directly driven by an electric motor (52). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of Doppstadt to include a flange at the bottom of the fluid coupling, a 
reservoir remotely mounted at a level below the flange having a conduit connecting the flange 
with the reservoir, and a pump having an inlet communicating with and positioned below the 
level of oil in the reservoir as taught by Seibold for the purpose of driving the rotating 
comminuting machine with increased safety and efficiency. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Doppstadt in view 
of Seibold as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Bauer et al (1868129). 
Doppstadt as modified discloses an assembly as described above with respect to claim 1, 
including an electric motor driving the pump, but does not teach that the pump is driven by a 
hydraulic motor. 
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Bauer et al teach an assembly having a fluid coupling (L, K), driven by a prime mover, 
connected to an output via a power train, a reservoir (13) remotely connected to the coupling, 
and a pump (15), driven by a hydraulic motor (6), with an inlet communicating with and 
positioned below the level of oil in the reservoir. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of Seibold as modified, with respect to claim 1, by having the pump 
driven by a hydraulic motor as taught by Bauer et al for the purpose of supplying oil to the fluid 
coupling. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Leslie whose telephone number is (571) 272-4819. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward Look can be reached on (571) 272-4820. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Michael Leslie 
Patent Examiner 
AU 3745 




